
Janet Lunceford - Re: Sesko Contract 

from: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 

"Ken Brown" <kbrown@parametrix.com> 
<jlunceford@ci.bremerton.wa.us> 
06/02/2003 4: 18 PM 
Re: Sesko Contract 

Yes, I agree. I will confirm with him tomorrow the speciific vehicles. 
The tagging didn't work because he tagged everything. He was 
complaining this moring that we got his commercial BBQ, which I suspect 
was a half barrel arrangement. He was planning to use it when he has 
big dances or other parties in the dance pavilion. This afternoon we 
had a hard time convincing him that the eaves of the dance hall were not 
the same as the front porch or awning. So that all got cleared out. We 
are allowing him to store stuff in the entryway to the dance hall 
though, because it is part of the building itself. 

Don't forget to schedule Emerald, although I am not sure how much is 
there. They could probably take their tanks the end of the week or so. 
Then BRC can take his fencing. 

Ken. 

>>> "Janet Lunceford" <jlunceford@ci.bremerton.wa.us> 06/02/03 03:53PM 
>>> 
David Horton agrees we should do some gravel as opposed to the 
hydroseeding. I think we have some pictures somewhere (or you have a 
video) that shows the condition of the site before BRC came on the 
scene 
and would show some ruts. David also thinks we should leave the two 
shipping containers for the time being. We need Bill to identify his 
6 
cars, etc for photographing so we have a record of which "residential 
goods" he is keeping. 

>>> "Ken Brown" <kbrown@parametrix.com> 06/02/03 09:16AM >>> 
Janet, 

Following is an excerpt from my last Daily Inspection Report. 

"I spoke with Mr Sesko about the repair to the surface of his parking 
lot. He contends that it all needs to be returned to the original 
condition of a parking lot. He believes a new layer of gravel should 
be 
installed over the entire surface. I explained that the contract 
calls 
for seeding the site." 

You may recall that the contract calls for hydroseeding Sesko's 
property that has been disturbed. BRC provided a cost line item of 
$3,720 to do this. 
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Based on an Ace Quarry crushed rock cost of $15.50 per ton delivered, 
I 
concluded that this equates to about 194 tons. BRC might conclude a 
little less, or the price may have gone up a little. This is about 14 
truck loads of gravel, which is not much, but enough to surface some 
of 
the main roadway. 

Bill contends that BRC did a lot of damage to his property. They 
obviously did some, especially when it was wet. It allowed the dirt 
to 
work to the surface and the rock was pushed down. But certainly not 
as 
bad as Bill contends. 

Related issue-- I am not sure how we will determine if there was a 
change in scope. When I did the initial survey, there was a lot of 
new 
junk on the property. But Bill has moved much of it off site. So BRC 
may not be claiming additional cost for mor material to dispose of. I 
advised Ron many times to submit a claim if he thought he was going to 
excede the contract scope, and as far as I know, he has not done so. 

If there were a change in scope, then the $3,720 could be used to 
offset it and we could just let the natural grass take over. That is 
kind of what I was trying to get a feel of from Bill. But it is a 
waste 
of time to try to logically discuss something like that with him. 

So, we need to come to some conclusion on this this week, since I 
think 
BRC will be done. Do you want to call Ron. I'll talk to Steve when I 
see him at the site this morning. 

I think the smart thing to do is to at least put down some gravel on 
the main road through his parking lot and then perhaps seed some of 
the 
disturbed ground off to the side. The gravel and seed will show that 
we 
restored his site to its original condition. I think BRC has done an 
excellent job of keeping the site graded smooth, although Bill sees 
ruts 
in the surface. 

Ken. 
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